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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 8-1 0 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Claim 8 recites the limitation "the first side panel" in line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Claim 8 depends on claim 1 which does 
not recite a first side panel. It appears the intent is to refer to the first side wall and it will 
be read as such for the purposes of this action. Claims 9 and 10 depend on claim 8. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claiml, 11-16, 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cassani (2003/0080125 A1 , May 1 , 2003) in view of Maus (GB 2 384 
234 A) and Adams (6,640,944). 

6. Regarding claim 1 , Cassani discloses a collapsible container with a generally 
rectangular base (22), wherein element 22 becomes the base when the container of 
Cassani is used in an inverted orientation, first and second side walls (16, 18), opposed 
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end walls that have a central fold line, and a means for connecting the base panel to the 
second side wall (20, paragraph 0027). The base has a central hinge line and the walls 
overlie one area of the base panel when collapsed with the second area of the base 
folded along the hinge line and parallel to the first base area as seen in Figure 1 . 

7. Cassani does not teach both end walls collapse inwardly when the container is 
collapsed. Adams discloses a collapsible container with a full width compartment 
adjacent one of the end walls (Figure 1). Maus discloses a similar collapsible container 
with opposed end walls that collapse inwardly when the container is collapsed (Figures 
1 -5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated the use of a full width compartment adjacent 
one end wall as disclosed by Adams in the container disclosed by Cassani and the use 
of inwardly collapsed end walls as disclosed by Maus in the container disclosed by 
Cassani to allow both end walls to collapse inwardly further reducing the size of the 
container in the collapsed state so it requires less storage area. 

8. Regarding claims 1 1 and 12, Cassani discloses a connection strip hinged to the 
second side wall that fastens to the base using hook and loop fasteners (20, paragraph 
0027). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have the connection strip hinged to the base and fastening to the 
second side wall, since it has been held that a mere reversal of the essential working 
parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art. In re Einstein, 8 USPQ 167. 

9. Regarding claims 13-15, Cassini discloses internal transverse and longitudinal 
walls. 
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10. Regarding claim 16, Cassani discloses adhesively bonded strips fastening the 
transverse walls (34, Figures 4 and 5). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 18, Cassani discloses compartments in the container. 

12. Regarding claim 19, Cassani discloses a carrying handle projecting from the 
base panel as seen in Figure 1 . 

13. Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cassani as modified by Adams and Maus in view of Frerking (2,803,084). Cassani as 
modified by Adams and Maus discloses the invention except for the end walls provided 
with a projecting tab on the end walls and a slot in the base for securing the walls in 
place. Frerking discloses a similar collapsible container with tabs (45, Figures 1-6) on 
the base and slots (55) in the end walls for securing the walls in the erect position. It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have the projecting tab on the end walls and a slot in the base for securing 
the walls, since it has been held that a mere reversal of the essential working parts of a 
device involves only routine skill in the art. In re Einstein, 8 USPQ 167. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have incorporated the use of tabs and slots as disclosed by Frerking in the container 
disclosed by Cassani as modified by Adams and Maus to secure the end walls in the 
erect position. 

14. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cassani 
as modified by Adams and Maus in view of Reckermann (DE 42 07 515 A1). Cassani as 
modified by Adams and Maus discloses the invention except for the transverse walls 
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are hinged to the side walls by tabs. Reckermann discloses a collapsible container with 
the transverse walls hinged to the side walls by tabs (Figures 1-4). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
incorporated the use of the transverse walls hinged to the side walls by tabs as 
disclosed by Reckermann in the container disclosed by Cassani as modified by Adams 
and Maus to provide an alternate means of securing the transverse walls that does not 
require the extra material of an adhesive strip. 

15. Claims 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cassani as modified by Adams and Maus in view of Francis (4,828,132). Cassani 
as modified by Adams and Maus discloses the invention except for the base panel and 
walls made from a double-walled corrugated plastic sheet. Francis discloses a 
collapsible container with walls made form double walled corrugated plastic sheets that 
increase resistance to bending (18, 18a, Figures 1-3, column 3, lines 5-25). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have incorporated the use of double-walls corrugated plastic sheets as disclosed by 
Francis in the container disclosed by Cassani as modified by Adams and Maus to 
increase resistance to bending. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

16. Claims 5-7 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 
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1 7. Claims 8-1 0 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HARRY A. GROSSO whose telephone number is 
(571)272-4539. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday 
from 7am to 4 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anthony Stashick can be reached on 571-272-4561 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Harry A. Grosso 
/Harry A. Grosso/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3781 
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